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= j REMARKiS 
This amendment is responsive to the Office Actitri^l^ 
presented for examination and were rejected. Claims 1, 



.1 



' i 
■ I 
i! 



{I.Plfent 



No claims are amended, canceled; or added. Thus, claims 1 
The specification was objected to because on {>a^e= 1 1 

apphcation 09/309,695 to issued j>atfnt .6, 198,824 was njiiss: 

way of the amendment to the specification, herewith. 

requests that the objection be withdrawn. 

Claims 1-37 are rejected under the judicially created 

i 
I 

patenting as being un-patentable Oveir claims 1-13 of U. 

1-27 of U.S. Patent No. 5,923,756. A terminal disclaimer 

'If 

disclaiming a terminal portion of an^ patent rights that 
to overcome these double patenting Ejections. Accordi^giy^^ 
these double patenting rejections :be jvithdravm. 

Further, all claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C 
al., U.S. Patent 5,774, 551 (hereinafter "Wu"). Applicant r( 
because Applicants* claims are nbt c^sclosed or suggested: b|^ 
Applicant's claim 1 , for example; recit^: 



F July 27, 2005. Claims 1-37 were 

and 26 are independent claims. 
7 are pending, 
ine 5 the status change of 
, That status change was made by 
Ajxoi|c|ingly,; Applicant respectfully 



A method for providihgisecure 
plurality of hosts via a network server , comprising 



c|tei 
st^tei 



' The Office Action may contain a number of statements characterizing th<; 
may not expressly identify herein. Regardlbss qf whether or not any such 
automatically subscribe to. or acquiesce in.ianyjsuGh statement Further, 
when such claim depends, directly or indirectJy| from an independent ;clai n 
provided herein, is not acquiescence to suc^i rej^tion of that dependent claim, bOit 
previously lodged rejection is moot based dn remarks and/or amendments 



13 



fdrf 



:|te(i ■ 
&tel[T!< 



@018 



jCjoctrine of obviousness-type double 

i 

No. 6,198,824 and over claims 
each patent is submittied herewith, 
granjted in the instant application, 
!Appli(bant respectfully requests that 



e) as being anticipated by Wu et 
i)ectfuily traverses this rejection 
Wu jfdr the following reasons. 



communitatidA of coinmands from a client to a 
liilizing authentication information 



-eferences and/or the claims which Applicant(s) 
ent is identified herein, Applicant(s) does not 
Svith regard to rejection of a dependent claim, 
' Applicant{s) deems allowable for reasons 
is recdgnition by ApplicaDt(s) that such 
pfes^ijted here^jn relative to that independent claim. 



m 
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and credentials cache infcibnation within the netwbri ; 



communication, wherein ^e authentication informam m is erased and the credentials 



server^ to facilitate the secure 



cache information is destroyed after the utilizing : rec Jivingi at least one command from 
the client; initiating one qr niore remote execution vr wesses for processing the at 



least one command; tr^sihitting the at least one ck mmaAd to one or more of the hosts 



via the one or more remote execiitioi processes; obtainingy 
execution processes, datapsiociated with the bne or 



om the one or more remote 
f hore hosts executing the at least one 



conmiand; formatting th4ddta \ and sending the fork atted data to the client. (Emphasis 
added.) 



Claim 1 clearly calls for providinjg c()niinands from a client 
network server. Thus, the inter-r^latjonship of three basic ei] ti 

I: I . ' i 

:i : • • ; ! I 

inter-relationship amongst: (1) a client; (2) a network iserver 



as generally understood in the compikter arts, is a server-coiijl uter. This architecture is not 



shown in Wu. Wu shows a clien^ (Fig: 1 , remote computer ; 

101) but does not show a plurality o^ hosts, or even a singld 

tj I ., ' 

computer 101. hi addition to thisjftmdamental architectural: 



Applicant's claims there are othej fiihdamental differences tween Wu and Applicant's 



invention relating at least to cred&itikls destruction, all of v^n 

=; : • ! 

The Office Action, page 5:, atjtempts to read vaHous i}; 
elements of claim 1 . For exampl|, the section in Wu startiri; 



a plurality of hosts by way of a 

ities are being claimed, namely the 

\ 

i 

md (3) a plurality of hosts. A host. 



: S5) and a server (Fig. 1, computer 
1 Dst, connected from server- 
i [fference between Wu and 



ch shall be elaborated-upon below, 
issages in Wu on various claim 
at column 4, line 62 and ending at 



column 8, line 44 is cited, amongi^ ojther sections, against m|jltiple claim elements. Applicant 

\ \ *• ;l - ! • 

initially refers to this section to snow deficiencies in Wu. H(;olumil 5, lines 48-52, it says: 

I 1 ■:: =!l • ' 

"Each system entry service 107 g^n^^lly includes a methodjj^at provides the necessary 



ii ! - : : : I I 

processing to establish a connectibn over the network J39. tdilfecomitiunication Unes, or the like 



between the user's computer 135 hx |)ther device, and the c^ji iputer :1 01 (Emphasis added.) 

ii ! ; i 

This quoted passage in Wu clearl|^ s4ts forth computer 135 a s the 'Riser's computer" which 
therefore must be the "client" in iiet\|ork 139. Establfshingicbmputer 135 as the cUent therefore 



14. 
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establishes computer 101 in networkj 139 as its "server" in tFn 
in Figure 1» within computer 1 01 is ^|arious software fuilctiojp^l: 
computer 101. Contrary to the position taken in the dfHce ^ 
reasonably be relied upon as being the ' 'various remote host 



applications servers) '* to which the (Office Action refers jnu 
thereof, (emphasis added). \ \ 

Applicant conducted a word iearch on Wu, searohinj 

I * • ■ 

t : . : 

occurrence in Wu of that tenn appears in column 19, line 7, 
characterized as a database. The coi^fi ^ration file 127 ''allo!>^s 
selected account management service type (account, session] 

' ! = i 1 

dynamically associated with a given syfetem entry service lOp 
function to computer 101, a function! being carried oui[ withi 



omvuters {i,e,. database. 



pie times, at least on page 5 



for the purpose of facilitating operation of computer 101 > 



whatsoever to a (non-existent) host r^ote from coriiiuter 1 



does not refer to remote host compuferi. And that is the only referqice to the terra "database" in 



Wu. . \ i : \ 

Furthermore, the other term ilef^rred to in the OfBce | 
"applications servers" does not exist in Wu. The term "appl 

1 i ' : • ; 

! i : I .: .1 

with *'application programmers interface" and is therefore 
host computers" position taken in oific j Action, The tetm ' 
The term "service" appears in Wu, blit only in conn^tioji wj 

• i ; ■' ; I' j 

service functionality which cannot be reasonably cotistnied |( 
computer or host. Therefore, non-existent "applications-se; 



docs 



ih 



15 



I - 1 



client-server network. As shown 

ity, operating internally to 

j 

tion, pone of this functionality can 



for "database", and the only 
here configuration file 127 is 

multiple different ones of a 

i 

password, or authentication) to be 

I 
1 

This is clearly an internal 
membry 103 within computer 101 
has absolutely no relationship 
. Therefore "database" in Wu 



ction,: "application server" or 
( ation'l appears only in connection 
not support the "various remote 
ervei:" does not even appear in Wu, 

i 

computer 101 internal software 

i 

reprejsent a remote server 
< Ts" is conjured-up in Wu and 



■ I 
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certainly does not refer to remote ho^t computers. It is resplc 

i :• ■ 

Action is erroneous in its characterizlation of the existence o 

By contrast, refer to ApplicaAt's Fig. I or Fig. 3,; 
network which implements Applicaijt's present invenjioh. 1 1 
200 is connected via Internet 250 to hetVvork server 300 whi :h: 
destination server 500 (host) via Internet 450, Clearly, three 
server, destination server) are networked together in tijii^ dej 

:! 

are not what the Office Action is alleging is shown irilWu 

With this review of the diffeijendes between Aj5piica|i 

: ii i': 

consider the recitations of claim 1 . j ; 

• Wu does not disclose jor isuggest Applijjja4ts' 
secure conununicatio|i of commands filorii^ 
network server " as re :ited in claim 1 (enipha^ 
a plurality of hosts (p\ even one host) cionnec 

• Wu does not disclose 



or suggest AppUcant*s 



authentication information and credentials ca : le 



jiliziii^ step: "utilizing 

information within the network 



server to facilitate the! secure communitaiion 



added) because the ccjmrhunication is frop tlfc 
show any hosts. 

or suggest Appli<bant*s 



• Wu does not disclose 



more remote executio n processes for procdss p: 



recited in claim 1 (emphiisis added) because it 



16 



I. 



tfully ^submitted that the Office 



remot^ host computers in Wu, 

I 

;eac|[i of wl^ch represents a system or 

Applicant's Fig. 1 or Fig. 3, client 

j 

in turn, is connected to 

■i . 

separate entities (client, network 

4 

\ 

tion of Applicant's invention and 



's and Wu's disclosure in niind. 



i Lethodc "method for providing 
c I lent td a plurality of hosts via a 

s add6d) because it does not. show 
:4d frorn its network server. 



as Incited in claim 1 (emphasis 

j 

clien^ to the hosts and Wu does not 



ijitiatirig step: "initiating one or 
g the at least one command'* as 
does riot disclose "remote 
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execution processes" since there are |np r^tiao|t< 
processes would be needed. 
• Wu does not disclose or ^suggest Apijl|caijts 
least one command to o^e or more o f lhe hoA 



and 



! conutii 



execution processes" as i-ecited in c 

i 

does not show one or mcjre hosts, 

i 

processes" since there arle no remote 
would be needed. 
Wu does not disclose or suggest 

! 
! 

one or more remote execution 
hosts executing the at leist one 
at least because it does ilot show datk 

i 

does not show any hosts^ and it does 
processes if those processes do not 

! 

f 

there are no remote host^. 
Wu does not disclose orlsuggest 
data " as recited in clairq 1 (eraphasi 
data is associated with one or more 
Finally, Wu does not dis'close or 
formatted data to the client" as 
because Applicant's recited data is 
does not show any hosts. 



via tie one or more remote 

i 

lf|dm t (eilijphasisi added) at least because it 
it db'es dot disclose "remote execution 
Kosts (sfetvers) for which such processes 



AppUcafttis 



processbsJ ^m 
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ri(ot bbt^i 
ebcist hcCi 



Applicants' 



3 btainihg step: "obtaining, from the 



fprmattjing step: "formatting the 



? ii :i 
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hostsf (servers) for which such 



ansm^tting step: "transmitting the at 



associated with the one or more 



i|m4" ai 'ecited in claim 1 (emphasis added) 
i&ssbqiflt ;d witji one or more hosts since it 
I anything from remote execution 
4i;se th^e is no need for them when 



least; bebause Applicant's recited 

i 
j 

lio:stsj andl ^Vu ddes not show any hosts. 
sugkest-ApilficantsV sending step: "sending the 

I \ ! : 

recited in clalip 1 (emphasis added) at least 
ajslociitedlwith one or more hosts and Wu 



i! :l 
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reference must teach every element 



12!023 



MPEP § 2131 indicates that to anticipate a cl^im, thb 

! I i .;. i 

of the claim. In this instance, Wu does jnot teach evefy elemdnt of claim 1 and, as shovm, does 
not teach almost all elements of claim 1. According!^ the! 33 U.S.Q. § 102(e) rejection of claim 1 

L I 1 

should be withdrawn and the claim allowed. Claims ^-12 djs] )end directly or indirectly from 
claim 1 and are allowable, at least for reasons based <pn thpir : espec ive dependencies from an 
allowable base claim, | | : I 

Independent claim 13 recites, injteralia: *'mea4s f0^ t):drismitting the commands to one or 

j d i i ' 

more of the hosts via the one or more rhnote execution vtoi 'x sses" i emphasis added) and is 
allowable for the same reasons as, or similar reasons |o, jjthost giver above. 



1 
I 



Independent claim 14 recites^ iuteralia: "instn|ctioh^ i 3r transihitting the at least one 

\ \\\ . ■ 

message to one or more of the hosts via the one or ml)re r^njic te execution processes ** (emphasis 

added) and is allowable for the same reasons as, or similar ije isons io, those given above. Claims 

; a i: i i ! • 

I ^ ^= ; I i 

15-25 depend directly or indirectly fron^ claim 14 ana a^elallc wabl^, at least for reasons based on 
their respective dependencies from an dlowablebas^claitnj 

mN i, . 

Independent claim 26 recites, interalia: "a par^Udl ie^qcution utility configured to initiate 



one or more of a plurality oi remote execution proce^es^ tp r 
clients, transmit the messages to one or -more of the ^sts vija 
processes, obtain, from the one or more; remote exectpoh pk cesses, data associated with the one 



or more hosts processing the messages, |and provide t le ^atsi i o the service interface" (emphasis 



added) and is allowable for the same re^ons as, or si nilaf ife; isons to, those given above. Claims 



27-37 depend directly or indirectly from claim 26 ari4 are ja) 



1. ; 



ocess khe messages from the 

i 4 ■ 

the onle or more remote execution 



their respective dependencies from an a 



lowable bases cl^im 
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I i. V 

1 



Although not needed to overcome the 35 U.S.p § 

1 f 



u.sjcl i 



ic2:i 



Applicant points out that Wu's **removal of a user*s dredehti 
process." (Wu, column 4, lines 6-7). Therefore, only 
the computer in Wu, that is when the user's credentials ar^ 
Wu of removing a user's credentials while the user is' 

i : 

But, by contrast, a user in Applicant's nietwork/syster|i 

! 

computer network after the user's authentication infohn^tioji 
cache information is destroyed. This additional differ enb^ 



til 



cohtiruing 



njiaiu: Urns 



claims. 



For example, independent claim: 26 recites, inier^itci: 



e) rejection based on Wu, 
Is" occurs "during a single logout 

user IS no longer interacting with 

j » 
] eluoved. There is no discussion in 

to use the computer system. 

i 

its interaction with the . 
is era3ed and after the credentials 
m Wu is also reflected in the 



Theinf )re, 



i. 



i 

authentication information and for destroying the cre^enitikl 
the transactions whereby the authentication inifonnat^on;aii( 

i 

not stored in the server in-between the transactions 

i 

system does not wait imtil logoff or untU the user is fini^^ 

I 

authentication information or destroy thie credentials ^acjiie. 
AFTER EACH TRANS ACTION. This is a markedll djjfy e|it 

; ; 1 t r 

described in Wu, and is yet another reason why Applicaiitf s 

i: 



1 I 
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3024 



me^ for erasing the 

jache information after each one of 

I 

iredentials cache information are 

, in Applicant's claims, the 
1 sing the system to erase 
'Jhis security operation is performed 

opetation from that being 

t. 

claims are allowable over Wu, 
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t 



In view of the foregoing amendiiients to the spi 
disclaimers herewith and accompanying remarks, Apoli^api 
reconsideration of this application and tjie timely allo w^tie 



e<9$i:^fion, submission of terminal 
1 espectfially requests the 
f the liending claims. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extejisibft < i time linder 37 C.F.R. § 1 .136 is 

in ibprjiipction; with the filing of this paper, 
'-t347 alnd please credit any excess 



hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due; 
including extension of time fees, to Dqiosit Account No. p 
fees to such deposit account. 

The Examiner is invited to telephone the und< rsi'^ieci 

I y 
\ i )■ 

below if he feels that a telephone conve^ation may s )v/p jo 

i 

application. I 



Verizon 



By: 



Date: October 27, 2005 j 

Verizon Corporate Services Group Inc. \ 

C/O Christian Andersen 

600 Hidden Ridge, HQE03H14 | 

Irving, Texas 75038 ; 

(972)718-4800 

Customer No. 32127 j 
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at theltelephone nvunber provided 
advance the prosecution of this 



Cih te Seiivices Group Inc. 
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